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A~achment I-I

COVER SHEET (P~GE I el2)

~a~ I~8 CALEED ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION PROPOSAL SOLICITATION

Telephone: ( 916 l 358-2924

Amount of funding requested: $ 935,0.30 3 years

Indicate the Topic for which you are applying (check only one box). Note that this is an important decision:
see page~_5, of the Proposal Solicitation Package for mere information.
o Fish Passage Assessment [] Fish Passage Improvements
t~ Floodplain and Habitat Restoration c Gravel Restoration
o Fish Hasvest r- Species Life History Studies
cl Watershed Pla~mingglmplemantation c~ Education
n Fish Semen Evaluations - Alternatives and Biological Priorities

Indicate the geographic area of your proposal (check only one box):
n Sacramento River Mainstem : Sacramento Tfibmary:
t~ Delta ca East Side Delta Tributar:,.:
o Suisun Marsh and Bay o San Joaquin Tcibutmy:
[] San Joaquhi River Mainstem [] Other:
o Landscape (entire Bay-Delta watershed) []North Bay:

Indicate the primary species which the proposal addrdsses (check no more than two boxes):
t~ San Joaquin and Eas~-side Delta tributaries fall-run chinook salmon
[] Winter-run chinook salmon = Spring-run chinook salmon
D Late-fall run chinook salmon r~ Fall-run chinook salmon
ck Delta smelt [] Longfin smeh
{z Splirtail : Steelhead trout

Migratory birds
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COVER SttEET (PAGE 2 of 2)

May 1998 CALFED ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION PROPOSAL SOLICITATION

Indicate the type of applicant (check only one box):
t~ State agency cl Federalagency

[] Public,qqnn-praiit joint venture [] Non-pro/it
t~ Local govemment/disu-’ict [] Private party
m University [] Other:

Indicate the type of project (check only one box):
~ Planning ~ Implementation
~ Monitoring [] Education
[] Reseasck

By signing below, the applicant declares the follo~ing:

(!) the truthfulness of nil representatidns in their proposal;

(2) the individual signing the form is entitled to submit the application (m behalf o f the applicant (if
applicant is an entity or organization); and

(3) the person submitting the application has read and understood the conflict of interest and coniidentiality
discussion in the PSP (Section ILK) and waives any and all fights to privacy and con_r’identiality of the
proposal on behalf of the applicant, to the extent as provided in the Section.

(Signature of Applicant)
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If. Executive Summary

a. Profect Title: Rhode Island Floodplain Management and Habkat Restoratioa
Applicant: California Department ofFish and Game

b. Project Description and Primary Biological Objectives: A proposal to improve the ~h
and wiJ.dlif¢ carrying capacity of’Rhode Island, a breached (in 1938) 67 acre island in the Old
River channel between Holland Tract and the northern end of Bacon Island. This island is
ov~aed in fee by the DFG. Improvement would occur by incre~in~ the width, height, and
stability of the island’s (breached) levees. Increased width and height would result in
additional woody SRA. Additional improvement could result from consU’uction of small
wooded islands in the interior of the (flooded) island. Open water areas could be modified by
deepening or shoaling, improving freshwater marsh and open ~h habitat. An abandoned
barge would be removed ~om the we~t levee breach. These goals are eopsistent ~th the

long term objec6.ves of the island’s 1990 management plan~ "To maintain Della ri~
habitat and tidal freshwater marsh habitat."

e. Approach~asks/Schedule: This project is dkq.ded into three phases: (1) A team of DFG
hiotog~s will survey eurrem conditions to determhae spech~c hnprovement needs. (2) The
Project Manager would develop contracts w~h the appropriate parties for eagineer~g and
constractinn, with construction expected to be completed in one year. (3) The suacess oftha
work would be monitored over a five year period.

d. Justification for Project and Funding by CALFED: The proposal is cons~ent with the
stated Goals of CALFED’s ERPP, to restore wetIand and riparian habhat. Activity at tlds
site will ~ help to answer questions about the hydrology offloodad small i~lands. ERPP
objectfves and targets: Natural Floodplain and Flood Processes, Central and West Della
Ecological Unit, page 42; Tidal Perennial Aquatic Habitat, Central and West Delta
Ecological Unit, page 46.

e. Budget Costs and Third Party lmpacts: An iraprovement would result from an
expenditure ofapproxit~ately $935,000. This figure could be reduced by funding fi’om the
Delta Flood Protection Program (AB 360), or AB 360 funds could supplement tl~ figure.
We anticipate no significant Third Party Impacts. The area is already publically owaed. It is
open for hunting, ~hing, bird watchaag, boath~g, and related uses. No signifiemat changes in
use pettcrr~ are anticipated.

f. Applicant Qualifications: Applicant qualifications are those of the State Department of
Fish and Game. The principal inve~igator, Ed Littrell, is an Environmental Specialist
Specialist, ha the DFG’s Delta Flo~d Protection Program (AB 360, 1996). He was contract
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manager for the program under.SB 1065 (1991) which provided DFG with $3,000,000 for
habitat work. The appropriation was encumbered on time and on budget. Similar habitats to

the current proposed were constlucted, ~d these are now being used as examples for the
ERPP,

g. Monitoring and Data Evaluation: Monitoring will be conducted by contract biologL~ts.
A monitoring plan will be developed to determine if modifieaiinm to the island re~xdt in
increases in resident and anadromons fishes. Bird species will be determined and ~ounted.
Responses of aquatic species, in particular, may be used to help assess the validity of certain
typez of restoration activities in the tidal Delta.

h. Local Support/Coordlnation ~ith other Programs/Compatibility ~th CALFED

Objectives: The proposed project 2 compat~le with Delta Flood Protection Program habitat
construction and may be proposed fi3r cost-sharing. It is compatt’ble with the management
objectives of the Department offish and Game for this site, It is compatible with the Delta
Protection Act. Aml it is consistent with the general CALFED objectives of habitat work in
the Delta.
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HI. Title Page

~, Title of Project: Rhode IsLand FloodpLain Management and Habitat Restoration

b. Name; etc.: California Department of Fi~h and Game, attn. Ed Littre]l
1701 Nimbus Rd., Rancho Cordova, CA 95670
916-358-2924, FAX 916-358-2912, E-matq lnternet: elirtrel@hq.dfg.ca.gov
State o f Czdifomia applicant

c. Type of Organization and Tax Status: The Depm’tment offish and Game is a State
Government emily.

d. lax Identification Number:. 9,*-1697567

e. Participants/Collaborators in implementation: No others at thi~ tim~, possibly Delta

Flood Protection Program (AB 360), and San Francisco Estua~ Project at a Later date.
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IV. Project De~ription

a. Project Description and Approach: Small fl~oded islands and their remnant Ievees provide
habitat for rmmy species offish and wi/dlife. Some of these remnant ~shads provide examples
of what was probably the prehi~orlc condition of the Delta (Figure l). Starting with this
understanding as a base, we propose to increase the carrying capacity, that is, the kinds and
ambers of the existing flora and faana. We also phn on stabilizing the eroding high ~otmd,
the reranant levees.

The Departmezt of Fi~h and Game has had years of experience in habitat modificatiom In the

Delta, Delta Hood Protection Fund (SB 34/AB 360) sU~’ofthe DFG have worked
spec~cally on these types of projects. We are currantly working with the San Francisco
Estua~ Project on a similar stabflizatinn project, the Delta in-channe! islands demonstration
project. Our approach to the current proposal ~ he simile.

We propose 1o first develop hese!ine dam on the status of the levees (eroding or stable), and
to determine the status of the open water area and its fauna, in the interior of the island
(Figure 2, Hgure 3). Preliminary investigations [rulinate the levees need to be stabilized, but

we are unsure at this time about the need for remedial work on the stml!ow water in the
interior.

The resuIts of more detailed baseline studies may confirm the need for levee stabilization. If
so, we propose to use bioengineering trearmen/s such as coconut rol!s to stabilize the levees
and to encourage woody growtl~ Riprap vail be praposed at a minimum level where
necessary. Normative species such as false bamboo (Arundo) a~d Himahyan blaekherry
(gubus) vaql be removed and replaced with native v,~ody species (Shaded Riverine Aquatic
Habitat, SRA).

Interior open water areas vail be sampled to determine their suitab’dkt), for native specins such
as spl~ttail (Pogonichthys) and Delta smelt (Hypomesus). If this area i~ not identified as
critical to their survival, it will be modified with fill to promote woody growth (SRA).

b. Proposed Scope of~or& The proposed scope of work includes the following element:
Literature searches, baseline data development, request for quaJificutinns, awarding of a
contract, construction, monkoring.

Task i. Literature search: Review the literature and the records of the island to
determine the hJ~tory of the island, flooding dates, farming prac~es, levee practices, levee
cross sections over time, h.’~trology ofbrnaks and tidal stages, flora and fauna present or
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}’igm-e 3. Detaii bfA~’nerican Wlnite Peiican~
(P~a e~3’l~o,4D’r~’~SrJ.~) Vsi.ng the ~nteri0r orRhoOe ]sland
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expected to be present.

S¢hedule: Completion at six months from awaxdtng of the grant.
Budget: Two Scientific ,Mds for six months, $20,000. Miscellaneous $5,000
Deliverables: Preliminary baseline data to determine if restoration is desirable.

Task 2. Request for qualifications: l~.equest qualificatious of interested bidders.

Schedule: Completion at six momhs from eompletinn of a literature search.
Budget: No cost.
DeliverabIea: Potential contractor(s)

Task 3. Awarding of a contract, construction: Construction could consist of removal
of undesirable vegetatJ.on, planthag of woody vegetation, stabilization of levees whh
biodegradable materials or riprap, cor~truetion of srnalI islands in the interior open water
area, and construction of waterfowl nesting platforms.

Schedule: One calendar year from the awarding of the contract(s).
Budget: $850,000
Deliverables: Construction of restoration features including levee s~abilization, planting of
woody growth, and construction of islands and planting.

Task 4. The site will be monitored for five years to determine the stability of
com~ruetion and the success of revegetatinn.

Schedule: Five years ofmonkoring aider the completion ofeonstruetiom
’ Budget: $60,000
Dellverab[es: Data reports

c. Location and/or Geographic Boundaries of the Project:. The location is Rhode Island.
Rhode Island is located in tl~ central Delta, in Old P~ver, Contra Costa County (Figure 4).

d. Exp¢ctedBenefits: Tlds proposal is consistent with CALFED’B near.term implementation
strategy calling for broad benefits to priority species and the Delta ecosystent Ticla!. perennial
aquatic freshwater habitat, shaded riverlne aquatic habitat, and mid charnel island and shoal
habitats ~ all be enhanced by this project. Delta smelt a~d spll’axdl should toe favorably
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affected by this project. These will all be primary beaefits.

This project will be consistent with the goats of the DFG, and with the goat~ oftbe Delta
Flood Protection Program (AB 360).

e. BackgroundandEeologtcal/Bgotogical/Technicaldustif!cation: Rlmde Island was
reclaimed for farming, in 1938, it flooded and was ~ ns a duck hunting and nature retreat.

Its.,(alues arc not the highest they could be for fish and wiIdli~. The central portion of the
~land is flooded. This h~ fish and wildlife value now, but it is not the original condition of
this piece of the Delta. The ERPP objectives are generafly for a return to pre-developmeat
cond~tiom, or better, in the Delta. The current proposal attempts to do that (ERPP
objectives and targets: Natural FloodpLain and Flood Processes, Central and West Delta

Ecologioal Unit, page 42; Tidal Peremfial Aquatic Habitat, Central and West Delta Ecological
Unit, page 46.

TI~ is a new proposal for hind the DFG has hem since the 1980’s, but has been unable to
fund restoration activities there.

f..Monitoring and Data Evaluation: A monito ring plan w:dl be developed subsequem ,iy to
initial funding of this proposal. However, the DFG ohvinuzly has extensive experience in
biological monitoring. We anticipate that a conWactor will perform the bulk of the
monitoring. Modiiication of water associated features in the Delta require the receipt of
permi~ ~om a variety of agencies, including our ov~x it is probable that omside agencies vdll
set criteria for monitoring, unless CALFED deve1-ops ~ owa protocol. A five-year

moultoring plan is usually agreed upon.

g. Implementability: The DFG l-ms had experience contracting this tyFe of project. Under
SB 1.065 (1991), the DFG waz directed to produce habitats identical to that for~een in the
ERPP. The DFG w~ provided $3,000,000 to develop this habitat. The DFG su¢cess’f~lly
encumbered the $3,000.000 on time and under budget. As a regulatory agency itself, the
DFG is very aware of ~pmpriate laws and regulations.

We anticipate no adverse local concerns.
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V. Costs and Schedule to Implement Proposed Project

a. J~udgat Costs: Tlds projaat is broken into three funding phases. The first is hiring of
temporary help to complete preliminary data gathering and the general design specifications.
The second is to construct the project using private contractors. The third is to monitor �he
results using private consuking biologists.

Task 1 2016 $20,000 NC NC NC $5,000 $25,000

Task 2 No Charge

Task 3 Contract $850,000

Task 4 166 $50,000 $5,000 $5,000 $60,00(}

Project Total $935,000

b. Schedule Milestones: Milestones are synonymous with Tasks. The first funding requested
is $25,000 to hire two scientific aids te do a Iiterature search and an general investigation of
the hydrology of P-.hode Island from existing resources (literature and State experts). A
dealsion to proceed to the second task, request qualitqcations, will be made based on these
more detailed studies. No funding is requested for this phase. If it is decided to proceed, we
anticipate approximately six months will he necessary to develop the contract. We estimate
construction will cost approximately $850,000. Construction wi!1 take sever-d months to a
year. The monitoring prepare will be conducted intermittently over five years at a cost of
$60,000.

c. Third.Partylmpaets: We anticipate no tl~.rd-party impacts. This project will be on State
owned l~nd. The island is already flooded so that no seepage problems are anticipated.
Public uses will continue.
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VI. Applicant QualJficatiom

The Project Manager is Ed Littrell, a thirty-year DFG employee. He h,~ been project
numager of the DFG’s Delta Flood Protection Program for six years. In that time he has
overseen construction of $2,000,000 of direct habitat improvement. He h~ overseen the

disbursement of approxh-nately $50,000,000 in Delta Flood Protection fimds. The
disbur~ment has included oversight of habitat development on reclamation district levees and
the maintenance of no net long-term loss of vegetation associated with levee work.

He ha~ been a participant with the Department of Water Resources ~n sh’nilar CALFED
Category III proposa]s: Sherman Island offshore ben-n, Decker Island restoration, Prospect
Island restoration, and with the San Francisco Estuary Project (Association of Bay Area
Govemment~) proposal to stabilize channel ~slands at Webb Tract and Little Tinzley ~slands.

Mr. Lillrell’s role will be of contract manager. Supporz vail proceed fi-om the avaiiable
resources of the DFG.
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VII. Comp~an~e with standa~ tcrr~ and conditio~

The Stat~ of California, Department offish a~d Game can comply with the terms and
condkiom described h~ the Proposal Solicitation Package. Federal fom-~ a~e a/tachcd~

I --008822
1-008822



At~z, chmont E

Ce~ficadons Regarding Debarment, Suspension and
O~her Responsibility M~ztters, Drug-Free Workplace

@            ¯
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DATE June 23, 1998
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Fii+ure !

Standard Form 424

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE ~.=~ su~
~une 23, 1998

Rancho Cordova, Sacramento Ed

+,~. Pish and Wildlife "Service

Contra Costa C?unty
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Eigure [

Standard Form 424 (cont’d.)

[NST~UCT[OiNS FOR THE SF4Z4
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Figure 4

Standard Form 424C

BUDGET INFORMATION -- Construction Programs



Standard Form 424C (cont’d.)
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Figure 5

Standard Form 4240

AS.~URANCES -- CON._~’RUCTION PROGRAMS
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Figure 5

Standard Form 424D (cont’d.)

St~.te of California ~pt. of Fish & Gam~       June 23, 1998
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